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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: the application filed 2/1 1/04, and 
thelDSs filed 5/17/04. 

2. Claims 1-20 are pending in the case. Claims 1 and 12 are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 14-20, these claims are method claims but dependent on claim 13, 
which is a system claim. Such dependency is not proper since it does not make sense 
when a system includes steps of a process. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-2, 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Gobin et al. (US Pat No. 6,745,229, 6/1/04, filed 9/24/98). 

Regarding independent claim 1 , Gobin discloses: 

- determining whether a request to emphasize all of the numerical data in the 
electronic document has been received (col 2, lines 1 1-41 : the system enables 
the customer to sum up numerical figures by highlighting the numbers directly on 
the screen displaying the document to obtain the total or the subtotal of 
numerical figures shown on the displayed document; this implies that when a 
request for summing up made by a customer, a request for emphasizing all of the 
numerical data in the electronic document is also performed to obtain the 
subtotal and the total, is received) 

- in response to receiving the request, locating all of the numerical data contained 
within the electronic document and emphasizing the located numerical data 
(abstract, col 2, lines 34-41, col 24, lines 12-17, col 25, lines 21-29: highlighting 
the numerical figures displayed in the document implies that the numerical 
figures are located and emphasized) 

Regarding claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, Gobin discloses that the electronic 
document comprises both text data and numerical data and the request comprises a 
request to emphasize only the numerical data (abstract, col 2, lines 1 1-41 , col 24, lines 
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12-17: the invoice includes both text data and numerical data, and only the numerical 
figures are highlighted to perform the summing up as customer's request). 

Claims 1 0 and 1 1 are for a computer readable medium and an apparatus of claim 1 , 
and are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 12 is for a system to perform method claim 1 , and is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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9. Claims 3-7, 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gobin et al. (US Pat No. 6,745,229, 6/1/04, filed 9/24/98). 

Regarding claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Gobin discloses that the numerical 
data comprises numerals (col 2, lines 11-41: numerical figures are numerals). 
Gobin does not disclose that the numerical data comprises numeral expressed as text 
data. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to have modified Gobin to include numerical data comprising 
numeral expressed as text data since it is well known to use text for a corresponding 
numeral when writing a check, for example. The combination of including numerical 
data expressed as text in conjunction with the numeral would make it easier to verify the 
accuracy of numerical data. 

Regarding claim 4, which is dependent on claim 3, as mentioned in claimed 3, it was 
obvious to an ordinary skill to include text to express a numeral to Gobin. Since the 
language of the text is English, it is clear that the numerical data may be expressed in 
any of a plurality of natural languages. 

Regarding claim 5, which is dependent on claim 4, as mentioned in claims 3 and 4, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have modified Gobin to include that numeral expressed as text data may 
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comprises string numbers, for example, the text string for the amount on the check, 
which is well known feature. The inclusion of text strings for the numeral would help to 
verify the accuracy of numerical data. 

Regarding claim 6, which is dependent on claim 5, Gobin discloses adding a 
highlighting attribute to the located numerical data (abstract, col 2, lines 34-41 , col 24, 
lines 12-17, col 25, lines 23-29). 

Regarding claim 7, which is dependent on claim 6, Gobin discloses that highlighting 
attribute comprises a color attribute (abstract, col 2, lines 34-41 , col 24, lines 12-17, col 
25, lines 23-29: it is clear that when data is highlighted, it has black color). 

Claims 13-17 include the same subject matter as in claims 3-7, and are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

10. Claims 8 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gobin as applied to claims 7 and 17 above, and further in view of Ryan (US Pat No. 
6,154,752, filed 2/13/98). 

Regarding claim 8, which is dependent on claim 7, Gobin does not disclose that a 
unique color attribute may be specified for each of the string numbers, the ordinal 
numbers, and the roman numerals. 
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Ryan discloses applying different colors for different hyperlink text according to the 
relative order in which a linking word was selected where the linking word is not limited 
to alpha characters, but also includes numerics and icons (col 1 , line 49 to col 2, line 3). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to have modified Ryan to apply different colors to each of the string 
numbers, the ordinal numbers and the roman numerals since the ordinal numbers and 
the roman numerals are alpha characters, and the string numbers are numerics. 
Also, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to have combined Ryan into Gobin since utilizing a unique color for 
each of the string numbers, the ordinal numbers, and the roman numerals in Ryan 
would provide the advantage to incorporate into Gobin for enhancing the emphasis and 
effectively differentiating the numerical data from the normal text in a document, as well 
as differentiating this type of numerical data to the others. 

Claim 18 includes the same subject matter as in claim 8, and is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

1 1 . Claims 9, 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gobin as applied to claims 8 and 18 above, and further in view of Curreri et al. (US Pat 
No. 6,091,896, filed 12/22/95) 

Regarding claim 9, which is dependent on claim 8, Gobin does not disclose: 
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- receiving a request to deemphasize the located numerical data 

- in response to receiving the request, removing the emphasis from the located 
numerical data 

Curreri allows the debugger to highlight source statements for which the data change 
point instruction has executed, disables such highlighting, and removes the highlighting 
of the currently highlighted source statements by processing the corresponding 
commands (col 10, lines 35-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have modified Curreri to apply said highlighting, and removing the 
emphasis, which is removing the highlighting, on the numerical data since the 
alphanumeric characters of the source statements include both numerals and 
characters. Also, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to have combined Curreri into Gobin since removing the 
data highlighting in Curreri would provide a tool for easily changing the emphasis of 
different data on a document. 

Claims 19-20 include the same subject matter as in claim 9, and are rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Bukszar et al. (US Pat No. 6,133,916, filed 4/8/98). 

Lim et al. (US Pat No. 5,418,718, 5/23/95). 

Freivald et al. (US Pat No. 5,983,268, 1 1/9/99). 

Davis (US Pat App Pub No. 2005/0086216, priority 2/17/00). 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cong-Lac Huynh whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4125. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8:30-6:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Cong-Lac Huynh 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 
05/11/06 




